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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7-1 1 and 13-16 are rejected under 35 USC 102(b) as anticipated by 
Anderson. Applicant has amended independent Claim 1 to include the limitation of a removably 
disposed retaining ring that secures the valve seat in place and wherein the retaining ring defines 
an inner diameter that is smaller than the inner diameter defined by the valve seat. As illustrated 
in Applicant's Figure 1, retaining ring 16 has an internal diameter D2 and seat 34 has an internal 
diameter Dl . Seat diameter Dl is larger than retaining ring diameter D2. Applicant teaches that 
in this manner the inner edge of seat 34 is recessed out of the way of the main fluid path as it 
flows through valve 10. In the present invention the seat 34 is held out of the way of the fluid 
flow (Specification, p. 5, lines 3-13 and Fig. 1). Anderson's retaining ring 32 does not have a 
diameter less than the diameter of seat 30. Therefore, Anderson does not disclose all of the 
structural limitations of Applicant's Claim 1 as amended. Therefore, Applicant's Claim 1 is not 
anticipated by the Anderson reference. Dependent Claims 2, 4, 5 and 7 incorporate the same 
limitations as their independent Claim 1 and are therefore allowable for at least the same reasons 
as Claim 1 . 

Applicant has also amended independent Claim 9 to incorporate a similar limitation of a 
removably disposed retaining ring wherein the inner diameter defined by the valve seat is larger 
than an inner diameter of the retaining ring. As illustrated in Applicant's Figure 1, retaining ring 
16 has an internal diameter D2 and seat 34 has an internal diameter Dl. Seat diameter Dl is 
larger than retaining ring diameter D2. Applicant teaches that in this manner the inner edge of 
seat 34 is recessed out of the way of the main fluid path as it flows through valve 10. In the 
present invention the seat 34 is held out of the way of the fluid flow (Specification, p. 5, lines 3- 
13, and Figure 1). Anderson's retaining ring 32 does not have a diameter less than the diameter 
of seat 30. Therefore, Anderson does not disclose all the limitations of Claim 9. Applicant's 
Claims 10-11 and 13-16 incorporate the limitations of their independent Claim 9 as amended and 
are therefore allowable for at least the reasons as discussed with reference to Claim 9. 

Claims 1-4, 6, 7, 9, 12 and 13 are rejected as being anticipated by Stein. Applicant has 
amended independent Claim 1 to include the limitation of a removably disposed retaining ring 
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that secures the valve seat in place and wherein the retaining ring defines an inner diameter that 
is smaller than the inner diameter defined by the valve seat. As illustrated in Applicant's Figure 
1, retaining ring 16 has an internal diameter D2 and seat 34 has an internal diameter Dl. Seat 
diameter Dl is larger than retaining ring diameter D2. Applicant has also amended independent 
Claim 9 to incorporate a similar limitation of a removably disposed retaining ring wherein the 
inner diameter defined by the valve seat is larger than an inner diameter of the retaining ring. As 
illustrated in Applicant's Figure 1, retaining ring 16 has an internal diameter D2 and seat 34 has 
an internal diameter Dl . Seat diameter Dl is larger than retaining ring diameter D2. Stein does 
not have a separate retaining ring element that is removably secured in the body. Therefore, 
Stein does not disclose all the elements of Claims 1 and 9. Therefore, Claims 1 and 9 and their 
respective dependent claims are allowable over Stein. 

Claims 1-5, 7-9 and 13-17 are rejected as being anticipated by Williams. Applicant has 
amended independent Claim 1 to include the limitation of a removably disposed retaining ring 
that secures the valve seat in place and wherein the retaining ring defines an inner diameter that 
is smaller that the inner diameter defined by the valve seat. As illustrated in Applicant's Figure 
1, retaining ring 16 has an internal diameter D2 and seat 34 has an internal diameter Dl. Seat 
diameter Dl is larger than retaining ring diameter D2. Applicant has also amended independent 
Claim 9 to incorporate a similar limitation of a removably disposed retaining ring wherein the 
inner diameter defined by the valve seat is larger than an inner diameter of the retainer ring. As 
illustrated in Applicant's Figure 1, retaining ring 16 has an internal diameter D2 and seat 34 has 
an internal diameter Dl. Seat diameter Dl is larger than retaining ring diameter D2. Williams 
does not have a separate retaining ring element that is removably secured in the body. Therefore, 
Williams does not disclose all the elements of Claims 1 and 9. Therefore, Claims 1 and 9 and 
their respective dependent claims are allowable over Williams. 

CONCLUSION 

Applicant has canceled claims 2 and 3. Applicant has amended claims 1, 5, 9 and 15. 
Applicant respectfully submits the claims as amended define over the cited prior art and 
are allowable. Applicant requests removal of the rejections and early allowance of this case. 
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Applicant's attorney is available to discuss the case with the Examiner if it would assist in 
advancing prosecution of the case. 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ABSTRACT INCLUDED WITH THIS RESPONSE 
Applicant filed a supplementary EDS on February 22, 2005. Included in the 
Supplementary IDS was French Patent 2 513 343 A. At the time the IDS and reference were 
submitted Applicant did not have an English language translation of the reference. Applicant has 
secured an English language translation of the French reference and is submitting it to the 
Examiner with this Office Action response. 

REQUEST FOR RETURN OF SIGNED COPY OF FORM 1449 
SUBMITTED FEBRUARY 22. 2005 

Applicant requests the Examiner sign and return the PTO FORM 1449 submitted with 
Applicant's IDS of February 22, 2005. 

Please apply any charges or credits to deposit account 06-1050. 
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5000 Bank One Center 
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• * ¥he ball valve consists of a cylindrical housing clamping between two 
pipe flanges. The spherical valve rotates through ninety degrees between 
open and closed positions. The valve seals (11) are mfd. from PTFE and 
combine the role of valve seat and support. The PTFE seal is in the 
form of a shallow dish (18) with a spherical inner surface (12) to match 
the ball. An annular extension (17) provides a circumferential edge 
(13) which locates the seal in the body of the valve whilst the back, 
plane surface (16) is supported against the pipework flange. 
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